aio Chap. 6—third party dealings with goods
An action of trover cannot be brought against persons
who have bought goods sold under a distress which was
merely irregular or excessive (a).
(E)   IMPOUNDING, RESCUE AND POUNDBREACH
Impounding, Rescue and Poundbreach.—Other
matters connected with the Law of Distress are of im-
portance to owners of goods let on hire or hire-purchase,
not so much because a knowledge of them will enable
them to recover their goods or damages, but because an
ignorance of them may lead them into actions which
result in their being liable to heavy damages and penalties.
Impounding.—By the Common Law it was necessary
that goods should be impounded, after seizure, i.e.
deposited in a pound overt or covert, off the premises.
Now, by the Distress for Rent Act, 1737 (b), goods may
be impounded on the premises, where they must remain
for five days (or fifteen days at the request of the tenant
on giving security (c) ), before being sold to satisfy the rent.
Once impounded, goods are within the custody of the
Law (d) and this custody prevails both against the tenant
and a stranger (e), and it is, therefore, of importance for
owners of goods to be able to ascertain when goods are
in legal custody, as the removal of them from that
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